Application No. : 10/813,213 


Docket No.: OSTEONICS 3.0-4 55 


REMARKS 

The Examiner issued an election/ restriction 
requirement because he considered that the application contained 
four distinct species. Applicants have elected without 

transverse, to pursue the embodiment of FIG. 7, species II. 
Applicants have amended the claims including the deletion of 
claim 5. Applicants believe that the amended claims and other 
remaining claims in the application all read on species II shown 
in FIGS. 7 and 8 and as described in paragraphs [0035] through 
[0038] of the application. Therefore, Applicants believe 

claims 1-4 and 6-20 of the Response to Restriction Requirement 
and Amendment filed on May 4, 2007 read on the elected 
invention . 

In the event any fee is due in connection with the 
present response, the Examiner is authorized to charge Deposit 
Account No. 12-1095 therefor. 
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